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ORDER DENYING PETITIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION 
AND AMENDING DECISION 1407 

On January 4, 1973, the State Water Resource6 

Board.adopted Decision 1407 In which the Board approved 

Control 

Appllca- 

tlon 18733 of the United States Bureau of Reclamation covering 

the Hidden Dam project. 

l On February 1, 1973, the Bureau and the Madera 

Irrigation District, beneficiary of the project, filed petitions 

for reconsideration of the decision. The reconsideration re- 

quested concerns conditions 14, 15, and 17 of the Order of the 

decision relating to reservations of water for upstream uses and 

limitation of the place of use of project water. Included in 

the petitions Is a contention of the petitioners that new data, 

developed subsequent to the hearing In the matter, justify a 

revision of condition 17. They also request that the provision 

of condition 14 be subject to the upstream reservoirs being kept 

free of phreatophytes and that condition 15 be clarified by 

defining how the depletion of flow Is Intended to be interpreted. 

__ -_ 



P 
Condition 17 restricts the place of use under the permit 

a 
to the existing boundaries of the Madera Irrigation District and 

provides that no expansion or change in the place of use will be 

allowed until the permittee provides satisfactory evidence that 

underlying ground water sources are not overdrawn. The District 

contends that this is an unreasonable restriction on its inherent 

power to annex lands 

of the area Involved 

tion of the Board to 

as it determines to be in the best interest 

and the subject is not within the jurisdic- 

regulate. The Bureau agrees that the evi- 

dence produced at the hearing shows the ground water levels 

underlying the District aresteadily lowering, but now contends that 

later Information shows this trend to have reversed and that the 

ground water levels are recovering. 

While It is true the hydrograph accompanying the Bureau's 

petition shows that the average depth to water has decreased since 

1968,the period of record may not be adequate to assure that this 

trend will continue. By the time Hidden Project water is avall- 

able,the evidence should be more conclusive. If the Bureau is 

correct, then the provisions of condition 17 can be met and no 

problem is seen In allowing an expansion of the place of use, 

should It so desire. In the meantlme,we believe that the provi- 

sions of condition 17 are in the public Interest and within the 

jurisdiction of the Board to impose. Therefore, no revision of 

condition 17 is justified at this time. 
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The argumenta of the petitioners that condition 14 

0 should be subject to keeping the qualifying reservoirs free of 

phreatophytes are persuasive and the order will so provide. 

Condition 15 was based upon the intention of the Board 

to permit a streamflow depletion of up to 2,000 acre-feet of the 

water reaching Hidden Reservoir. This is reflected in the first 

two sentences of finding 14 on page 8 of the decision. The 

three sentences following expressed the manner in which such 

depletion could be determined when the runoff during a given year 

was average or above. It did not intend to mean that depletion 

would be equal to gross diversion notwithstanding the type of water 

year. Condition 15 correctly reflects the Intent of 

and no change Is warranted. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petitions of 

the Board 

United States 

0 Bureau of Reclamation and the Madera Irrigation District be 

denied, and that condition 14 on page 14 of Decision 1407 be amended 

by removing the period after "acre-feet" and adding the phrase 

"and the reservoirs are 

changes to the Decision 

kept free, of phreatophytes." No other 

are warranted. 
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/ Adopted as the decision and order of the State Water 

0 

~esourccs (:ontroj. hoard at a meeting duly called and held at 
. 

\ Los A_n.geles, California. 

Dated: March 1, 1973 

. 

W. w. AllAMs 
W. W. Adams, Cha&%an . 

honald 33. Roble, Vice Chairman 

E. F. DIBBLE 
E. F. Dibble, Member 

ROY i. DODSOR * 
ROY h. D odson, Member 

MRS.CARLIL(JEA14)AUER 
Mrs.,Carl H. (Jean) Auer, Member 

, 



I 1 
I 

NO-TE : Copies of the Regulaticn z.nd Order mentiomzd in 
these minlltes cm be obtained from the State Water 

I 
Resowces. .Contro.L.Board-, P. 0. Box.LOQ, Sacrammtlc, 
CA 95801. 

I 

Tne zoeeting was; called to order by Chairman Brysm at 1~35 p-m, on 
February 2, 1978, in Room 1131 of the Resources Building, 1416 Niatzh 
Street, Sacrmeu, Califsmia. 

Board ?%aiber.s Presentr, 

Clinf~Whitzxey, X$* B, Attwa.zer; Richard L; Rosenberger, Mike, Catrtpos 
Larry c. Spenc~r~, JimMarkfe., Chris. Spmul, Lloy-D. Johnson. Steve' 
Macaufay,. Bymn CLark, and Diana Lemm. 

Others Present .- 

g. S. Fish +r&WildliZe Sewice: Dr. Martin Kielsosl, Fishery 
of Reclamation: David Schxwtes-;, Depzrfnme 

obie-,. Di-rector; CharLes~ S~oenaker. 
Biologist; U. S. ffureau 

Chief Deputy, CoIIim. %+zmzz 
Ml. Robert M. Pratr_ Sxxzcizl Asiistmr: KP~ fh 

of Water Rssourcesr Ronald B. R 
Assistat. Director; Department of Real Eseate:v Stirling R. Long, 2 

OZI: ile~artment of Food atid A;l;~-icul.~e: 
-_------, ---_I 

Clifford Schulz, A&.~~~~-%.rxitrv County 
-_-uity Fiater Agency: 

and Greater CaXlt. Water 
Mananemetit CoaLFtion: G&&e L_. McL'of -_ ------ m, Water Manaeezmrit C ocsuitan+~ 
South DeLta Wal 
Attorney; North D * 
Irrigation DistriZ: Ross Rogers, Manager; Mehrop~litan Water Dust.:' 
R, D. Will. General. Counsel:-Tulane Lake Basin W. S. D.: John Teerink ~----- -_ 
Westlands Gates DI 
El Dorado Irrigati 
dinator; Berrenda Mesa 
Reclamation Distrx?z 330 : 
Paul Imstrand: T- 

.stzrict: -- 
WiI.lia;m R. Jomston, Assistant,mager; 

,ontr5ct: C,- A. Goggin, Special Project Coor--' 
'Water District: Ron Lampson, Engtieer, Manag 

T. V Halsey, President;. Mission Viejo co 

George gifer,; 
m?K-John We;&; AQink Sprtngs & Sqca:g Valley: 

Serv.; 
l?iBard Coti.: Paul J, Olsen, Manager Eng.'and Tech 

Sacrmnta Unwon: PauIBames, Reparter; Califotiia Famer: 
Dorr Razee,ml.ifomia at Davis: R. S. Ayers, 
Soil and Water Spe 

ez 
_ . c 

Marie McGuckin, Stuaenr intern, Lobt 
.ci.aL+s t ; CaliforniaMatiu~actu?ii$mAssoc.: Jeanne * _T. ,yxit Aide, 

; 

. . .> 

=. i - ____~_ _____ _ _- _--- 



KC. Paul Ingstrand, representing Missioa Viejo Company, explained 
how~lfission Viejo has coqlied with the State's Decision 1463, and 
requested appraval. to purchase.water frma Szcta.Margarit'a Water 
Distr-j_ct to fill. the lake. , ‘. 

_I : .I _. .__^.._____--_____ ._ ~_. - 

Mr. Bob Will, Generab~ Couslsel, Metropolitan Water- Distr-kct, stated 
that the capacity is availabLe in the Colarada. Ri.ver Aqueduct, 
it is their present i~tenticn to use Coforada River water to fill. 
Lake Mission Viejo. 

I$$. Chuck Shoem&ex, Assistant Direetmz for Depa~t.'of water. 
Resogrces, said tha.t the.Depar.tmzmt of Water Kesouxces had ~10 
problem, withthe.fillZng of L&Z. MFssian Viejo with Co'israda .R~.vzF 
water _ 

MOTIQX: It was moved by Mr.. Adazs and uxmxxkm=ly' 
carried that the Baa&-armnd~its previous 
order ~II La&Missian. Viejo to allow +.onz--.. 
timfs filling of the lake with, water 0*$9 
tb water frm the State-Watiex Project.. = 

, r 

I certify that the .within document i.5.a true and . . . 
_.. “. 

correct copy of.Item 2 of the Minutes of the Special Board Meeting, 

at Sacramenta, Califmzia:,' 

Eke-cutive -Diri&tor;. 
Water Rights and 
Administratixm - 

State Water Resources 
Control Boar& 
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ORDER DENYING PETITIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION 
AND AMENDING DECISION 1407 

On January 4, 1973, the State Water Resources Control 

Board.adopted Decision 1407 In which the Board approved Appllca- 

tlon 18733 of the United States Bureau of Reclamation covering 

the Hidden Dam project. 

0 On February 1, 1973, the Bureau and the- Madera 

Irrigation District, beneficiary of the project, filed petitions 

for reconsideration of the decision. The reconsideration re- 

quested concerns conditions 14, 15, and 17 of the Order of the 

decision relating to reservations of water for upstream uses and 

limitation of the place of use of project water. Included in 

the petitions Is a contention of the petitioners that new data, 

developed subsequent to the hearing in the matter, justify a 

revision of condition 17. They also request that the provision 

of condition 14 be subject to the upstream reservoira being kept 

free-of phreatophytes and that condition 15 be clarified by 

defining how the depletion of flow is Intended to be interpreted. 



Condition 17 restricts the place of use under the permit 

to the existing boundaries of the Madera Irrigation District and 

provides that no expansion or change in the place of use will be 

allowed until the permlttee provides satisfactory evidence that 

underlying ground water sources are not overdrawn., The District 

contends that this is an unreasonable restriction on its inherent 

power to annex lands as it determines to be in the best interest 

of the area Involved and the subject is not within the jurhsdlc- 

tion of the Board to regulate. The Bureau agrees that the evi- 

dence produced at the hearing shows the ground water levels 

underlying the District aresteadily lowering, but now contends that 

later information shows this trend to have reversed,and that the 

ground water levels are recovering. 

While it is true the hydrograph accompanying the Bureau's 

petition shows that the average depth to water has decreased since 

1968,the period of record may not be adequate to.assure that this 

trend will continue. By the time Hidden Project water Is avall- 

able,the evidence should be more conclusive. If the Bureau is 

correct, then the provisions of condition 17 can be met and no 

problem Is seen in allowing an expansion of the place of use, 

should it so desire. In the 

sions of condition 17 are in 

jurisdiction of the Board to 

condition 17 is justified at 

meantlme,we believe that the provi- 

the public Interest and within the 

impose. Therefore, no revision of 

this time. 
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The arguments of the petitioners that condition 14 

0 should be subject to keeping the 

phreatophytes are persuasive and 

Condition 15 was based 

to permit a streamflow depletion 

water reaching Hidden Reservoir. 

qualifying reservoirs free of 

the order will so provide. 

upon the intention of the Board 

of up to 2,000 acre-feet of the 

This is reflected in the first 

two sentences of finding 14 on page 8 of the decision. The 

three sentences following expressed the manner in which such 

depletion could be detemnined when the runoff during a given year 

was average or above. It did not intend to mean that depletion 

would be equal to gross diversion notwithstanding the type of water 

year. Condition 15 correctly reflects the Intent of the Board 

and no change Is warranted. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petitions of United States 

0 Bureau of Reclamation and the Madera Irrigation District be 

denied, and that condition 14 on page 14 of Decision 1407 be amended 

by removing the period after "acre-feet" and adding the phrase 

"and the reservoirs are kept free of phreatophytes." No other 

changes to the Beclslon are warranted. 
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p 
Adopted as the decision and order of the State Water 

Iiesourccs ~ontro?. :~oard at a meeting duly called and held at . 
Los Angeles, California. 

Dated: March 1, 1973 

. 

w. w. AIlwfs 
W. W. Adams, Chaknan . 

. 

RON4LD B. ROBIE 
Renal-d 13. Roble, Vice Chairwan 

E. I?. DIBBLE 
E. F. Dibble, Member 

ROY i. DODSOR 
Roy h. Dodson, Member 

MRS.CARLH.(.TBUV)AUER 
Mrs.,Carl Ii. (Jeafi). Auer, Member 
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